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Reply to Office Action of June 6, 2008 

REMARKS 

Applicant has carefully reviewed the Office Action mailed on June 6, 2008., wherein 
claims 1-4, 7-10, 13-15, 17-20, 22, 23 and 25 remain pending, claims 5, 6, 11, 12, 16, 21, 24 and 
26 having been withdrawn from consideration. With this amendment, claims 1 and 17 are 
amended. No new matter is added. Applicant respectfully traverses (and does not concede) all 
objections, rejections, adverse statements, and adverse assertions made by the Examiner. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

At page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner stated that the Information Disclosure 
Statement filed July 12, 2004 fails to comply with 37 C.F.R. § 1.98(as)(2). Applicant asserts that 
a copy of all non-U.S. patent/publication art was provided to and received by the USPTO as 
evidenced by the OIPE date-stamped postcard receipt, and that the IDS was in compliance with 
37 C.F.R. § 1.98(a)(2) at the time of submission. A copy of the OIPE date-stamped postcard 
receipt, along with pages 8 and 9 of Form PTO dated July 9, 2004, is appended to this paper. 
Further, a copy of each of the cited foreign and technical art not considered by the Examiner has 
been provided in electronic form with this response with the exception of references IL and IM, 
which were cited U.S. applications that had not yet published at the time of submission of the 
IDS. Although both applications have published as 2004/0230178 and 2004/0243156, 
respectively, since the IDS was submitted, Applicant asserts that the citations were in 
compliance at the time of submission, and further that it is no longer a requirement to submit 
copies of U.S. patent applications. Therefore, Applicant requests that the Examiner consider the 
foreign, non-patent references and applications cited on pages 8 and 9 of Form PTO-1449 dated 
July 9, 2004 and return an initialed Form PTO-1449 with the next PTO communication. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S103 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-9, 13, 15, 17, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vigil et al. (JP 05293176) in view of Larmour (U.S. Pat. No. 2,237,152) or 
Most (U.S. Pat. No. 2,127,043). Regarding claims 1, 2, 4, 7-9, 13, and 15, claim 1 is amended to 
recite that the top cutting portion includes a top surface and that a portion of the top surface is 
submerged within the strip. Support for this amendment can be found, for example, in Figures 3 
and 4. Submerging the cutting member (e.g., a top surface thereof) may be desirable for a 
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number of reasons. For example, submerging a top surface of the cutting member in the strip 
may improve the interlocking bond between the cutting member and the strip. See, for example, 
Specification at page 12, lines 10-23. Neither Vigil et al. nor Larmour teach or suggest this 
limitation. Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that this amendment distinguishes 
claim 1 from the cited art. Because claims 2, 4, 7-9, 13, and 15 depend from claim 1, they are 
also patentable for the same reasons as claim 1 and because they add significant elements to 
distinguish them further from the art. 

Regarding claims 17, 18 and 20, claim 17 is similarly amended to recite that the cutting 
blade includes a top surface and that a portion of the top surface is submerged within the joining 
member. For reasons similar to those set forth above in relation to claim 1, Applicant 
respectfully submits that this amendment distinguishes claim 17 from the cited art. Because 
claims 18 and 20 depend from claim 17, they are also patentable for the same reasons as claim 
17 and because they add significant elements to distinguish them further from the art. 

Claims 3 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Vigil et 
al. and Larmour or Most, and further in view of Lim et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 7,147,619). As set forth 
above, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Vigil et al. and 
Larmour or Most. Lim et al. fail to overcome the shortcomings of the cited art. Consequently, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Vigil et al., Larmour or 
Most, and Lim et al., to the extent that such a combination is even possible. Because claims 3 
and 19 depend from claims 1 and 17, respectively, they are also patentable for the same reasons 
as claims 1 and 17 and because they add significant elements to distinguish them further from the 
art. 

Claims 10, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vigil and Larmour or Most, and further in view of Forman et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,514,092). As 
set forth above, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Vigil et 
al. and Larmour or Most. Forman et al. fail to overcome the shortcomings of the cited art. 
Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Vigil et 
al., Larmour or Most, and Forman et al., to the extent that such a combination is even possible. 
Because claims 10 and 22-23 depend from claims 1 and 17, respectively, they are also patentable 
for the same reasons as claims 1 and 17 and because they add significant elements to distinguish 
them further from the art. 
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Claims 14 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vigil 
and Larmour or Most, and further in view of Radisch (U.S. Pat. No. 6,632,231). As set forth 
above, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 1 7 are patentable over Vigil et al. and 
Larmour or Most. Radisch fails to overcome the shortcomings of the cited art. Consequently, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Vigil et al, Larmour or 
Most, and Radisch, to the extent that such a combination is even possible. Because claims 14 
and 25 depend from claims 1 and 17, respectively, they are also patentable for the same reasons 
as claims 1 and 17 and because they add significant elements to distinguish them further from the 
art. 

Conclusion 

Reexamination and reconsideration are respectfully requested. It is respectfully 
submitted that all pending claims are now in condition for allowance. Issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance in due course is requested. If a telephone conference might be of assistance, please 
contact the undersigned attorney at (612) 677-9050. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Gregorys. Kelley 



David M. CrompVm, Ret. No. 36,77^ 
CROMPTON, SEAGErXJUFTE,LlC 
1221 Nicollet Avenue, Suite 800 
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420 
Telephone: (612) 677-9050 
Facsimile: (612) 359-9349 



Attachment: Copy of OIPE Date-Stamped Postcard Receipt and 
pages 8 and 9 of IDS filed July 9, 2004 
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